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RESPONSE 



Sir: 



Responsive to the Office Action mailed June 4, 2001, reconsideration of this application 
is respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. Claims 1-66 remain standing. 

In the Office Action mailed June 4, 2001, the Patent Office (PTO) cited informal 
drawings and rejected claims 1-66 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Masi et al. 
(U.S. Pat. No. 6,105,001) in view of Rosen (U.S. Pat. No. 5,453,601). 

Informal Drawings 

Applicants note the PTO's citing of informal drawings in the application. Applicants will 
submit formal drawings once the application is allowed. 



Rejection of claims 1-66 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

The rejection of claims 1-66 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Masi et 
al. in view of Rosen is traversed for at least the following reasons: 
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With regard to independent claims 1 and 52, the PTO asserted that Masi et al. shows the 
claimed invention except for the "explicit recital of 'electronic scrip' even though Masi . . . 
discloses 'an electronic fund transfer ' which suggests electronic scrip. The PTO further asserted 
that Rosen discloses "electronic money, " and the PTO "interprets the disclosure of 'electronic 
money' as equivalent to 'electronic scrip' within the context of the claims of the instant 
invention." Office Action of 6/4/01, p. 5. It is respectfully submitted that an electronic fund 
transfer does not suggest or imply electronic scrip and the interpretation of electronic money as 
equivalent to electronic scrip within the context of the disclosure of the present invention, from 
which definition of terms in the claims must be drawn. 

While a transfer of electronic scrip may be considered an electronic fund transfer because 
scrip is a type of fund, a general indication of an electronic fund transfer does not necessarily 
indicate or suggest electronic scrip or transfer thereof without additional evidence or showing in 
either Masi et al. or Rosen. It is respectfully submitted that neither of these references indicates, 
suggests, or make obvious the use of electronic scrip. Additionally, electronic money cannot be 
interpreted to be equivalent to electronic scrip, as asserted by the PTO. Indeed, as understood in 
the art and stated in the specification of the present invention (e.g., pp. 1-2), scrip is 
distinguishable from money. For instance, the specification indicates that: 1) scrip is actually a 
hard currency substitute (p. 1, line 25); 2) it can be used as a money substitute for goods that a 
consumer is already going to buy. In other words, scrip is purchased with money so that it can be 
used as a money substitute for the exchange of goods and services. And unlike money, scrip is 
not legal tender for all transactions. As admitted by the PTO, electronic money would have been 
interchangeable with conventional paper money. Office Action of 6/4/01, p. 39. Scrip, as known 
in the art, however, is not interchangeable with conventional paper money. While money can be 
used to purchase scrip, the latter cannot be used to purchase or exchange for money. 

Accordingly, electronic scrip is neither disclosed nor make obvious by the references of 
record, and independent claims 1 and 52, and their dependent claims 2-51 and 53-66 are 
allowable over the references of record. 

With regard to those claims which the PTO rejected based on Office Notice, Applicants 
hereby request references in support of such Office Notice, as accorded under MPEP 2144.04. 
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Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that pending claims 1-66 are allowable over the 
references of record. 



For at least all of the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the present invention 
is neither disclosed nor suggested by the references of record, and the claims now pending 
patentably distinguish the present invention from the references of record. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding rejections and an issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner determine that any further action is necessary to place this 
application into better form, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned at the 
number listed below. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 
Joseph C. KAWAN et al. 




KILPATRICK STOCKTON LLP 
607 14 th Street, N.W., Suite 900 
Washington, DC 20005 
(202) 508-5800 
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